
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H5009 June 8, 2018 
using his security detail, you should 
know, this is a really expensive secu-
rity detail 24/7. They have already 
spent $3.5 million on that security de-
tail in 2017. 
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This is, again, just a waste of tax-
payer funds. No other Cabinet official 
has this kind of security, and it is 
something that we really should look 
at if we had a functioning GOP House 
oversight structure. 

Unfortunately, the majority here in 
the House has refused to look at EPA’s 
Scott Pruitt scandals, and I don’t even 
know how they can defend him at this 
point. 

Mr. GALLEGO. Number five, first 
class travel: Pruitt has spent over 
$100,000 on first class commercial trav-
el since entering office, citing security 
concerns, apparently not satisfied with 
his $3.5 million currently spent on se-
curity escort. 

Let me tell you, number one, unfor-
tunately for, I think, many Americans, 
nobody knows who Scott Pruitt is. You 
do not need to be flying first class for, 
quote/unquote, security reasons, and 
you certainly should not be making the 
American public be paying for your 
first class tickets. 

Mr. TED LIEU of California. Number 
four, the $43,000 soundproof phone 
booth: So EPA Administrator Scott 
Pruitt is so paranoid that he wasted 
$43,000 of your taxpayers’ money to 
build a soundproof phone booth for him 
to make phone calls. 

So if the President doesn’t want to 
fire EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt 
for his corruption, I think the Presi-
dent should just fire him for being 
super weird, right? You have got Scott 
Pruitt using a security detail to get lo-
tion at the Ritz-Carlton, to have his 
staff trying to find used Trump Hotel 
mattresses, and he has built this pri-
vate phone booth. That is just creepy 
and strange. 

Mr. GALLEGO. Number three, 
unsanctioned raises: In a time in Amer-
ica where every American is hoping to 
just get a pay raise next month, Scott 
Pruitt was told: You are not allowed to 
give your employees—the certain em-
ployees that he wanted to give—a pay 
raise. 

He was specifically told: They do not 
deserve that pay raise. You will not 
give them a pay raise. 

So instead, he used an obscure provi-
sion of the Safe Drinking Water Act to 
actually find a way to give them a pay 
raise in spite of the White House say-
ing: You will not give them a pay raise. 

Now, this would be actually some-
what okay, in my opinion, if he was ac-
tually trying to protect safe drinking 
water, but, in fact, he is not doing that. 
He is actually only using the fund to 
pay for these increases for his well-con-
nected friends and get them higher 
pay. 

Mr. TED LIEU of California. Number 
two is the sweetheart condo deal with 
lobbyists. 

So Scott Pruitt got this deal with 
lobbyists that no ordinary American 
could have gotten. It was a $50-a-night 
deal on a condo in Washington, D.C., 
near the Capitol, and market rates 
were much higher than $50 a night. 

But in addition, he structured a lease 
so he only had to pay for the nights 
that he was there. So many nights that 
he wasn’t there, the landlord just had 
to eat those costs. That is not a lease 
that any normal American could have 
gotten. 

The reason that Scott Pruitt got this 
is because he was dealing with these 
lobbyists, who also lobbied on issues 
before him. This is what most people 
would call corruption. 

And before we go to the last one, 
which is about the Chick-fil-A res-
taurant, I just want to say the fact 
that Chick-fil-A—I can’t even say this 
without laughing. Maybe RUBEN 
GALLEGO can talk about this with a 
straight face. 

Mr. GALLEGO. Look, you have an 
EPA Administrator who is literally 
using his staff to go track down and try 
to speak to the CEO of Chick-fil-A to 
try to get a very hard-to-get franchise, 
essentially using his public office to 
put pressure on them to get a very, 
very hard-to-get and lucrative fran-
chise. 

In any world, if we had just told you 
that this was being done by 1 or 2 or 
even 10 people, this all would not just 
be really, really, really weird, but real-
ly, really, really corrupt. 

But the fact that there is one person 
that is doing this, and consistently 
doing this, and has not been fired by 
the man who said he enjoys firing peo-
ple, by the man who had a show for so 
many years about firing people, and 
yet for some reason, he cannot find a 
reason to fire this weird, corrupt EPA 
Administrator, that is the problem 
here. 

You have a corrupt Cabinet official 
and you have a Presidency that will 
not keep him in check. 

I yield to my good friend, TED LIEU, 
to close. 

Mr. TED LIEU of California. Again, 
Congressman GALLEGO and I served on 
Active Duty in the military. We are 
veterans. We believe in this country. 
That is why we are up here. 

Some of the things we said today 
may have sounded funny, because we 
are trying to point out the absurdity of 
why EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt is 
still in office. 

Scott Pruitt has wasted taxpayer 
funds, he has abused taxpayer funds for 
his personal profit, he has abused his 
relationship with lobbyists to person-
ally profit, he has also abused his rela-
tionships to help his family profit. 

Scott Pruitt, at the end of the day, is 
not just an embarrassment to us, he is 
an embarrassment to the Republicans 
in this House, to the Democrats in this 
House, to the Trump Cabinet, and to 
the United States of America. 

Scott Pruitt has to go. 
Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Speaker, I thank 

Representative LIEU for his comments 
during this Special Order. 

To finish, we had a President who 
said he was going to come and drain 
the swamp. Scott Pruitt is the swamp. 
He is the biggest swamp monster there 
is right now when it comes to the cul-
ture of corruption here in Washington, 
D.C. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
SHOULD BECOME THE 51ST STATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentlewoman from the 
District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON) is 
recognized for the remainder of the 
hour as the designee of the minority 
leader. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate this time on the floor to speak 
about making the District of Columbia 
the 51st State. 

I am not going to simply glow about 
how important that would be for my 
district, because we have found that 
most Americans believe we already 
have the same rights they do. 

I want to describe one of the oldest 
cities in the United States, a city that 
is bigger than two States, that is to 
say, has more residents than two 
States, more residents than Vermont, 
more residents than Wyoming, and 
about as many residents as seven 
States of the Union. 

The people I represent, 700,000 of 
them, are number one in taxes paid to 
support the Government of the United 
States, yet they have no representa-
tion whatsoever in that body down the 
hall, the Senate of the United States. 

In fact, I am grateful that the House 
understands that I should vote in com-
mittee, where most of the work is 
done, but when a bill comes to the 
House floor, even if that bill singularly 
affects the residents of the District of 
Columbia, every Member of this body, 
except the Member who represents the 
District of Columbia, can vote on that 
bill. 

That is not justice, that is un-Amer-
ican, and it offers strong evidence, I 
think, of the underlying reasons why 
the District of Columbia should be-
come the 51st State of the Union. 

We are making progress. We have got 
almost all the Democrats on our state-
hood bill. And if there is Democratic 
control of the next Congress, I will 
seek a vote on D.C. statehood on the 
House floor. 

I got a vote on D.C. statehood when I 
first came to the Congress. It is time to 
have another vote on D.C. statehood. 

We have more than half of the Demo-
crats in the Senate, and I will get all 
the Democrats in the House and all the 
Democrats in the Senate before the end 
of the 115th Congress. 

Most Members of the House come to 
this place knowing little about the 
Capital City. I don’t blame them. I 
don’t see why they should know much 
about it, except that it is the tourist 
mecca of our country; that 30 million 
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people from around the world, includ-
ing from their States, come to see the 
extraordinary monuments in our city. 

So Members shouldn’t know any 
more about my district than I know 
about their districts, and yet Members 
come to this floor to not only vote on 
matters affecting my district, but on 
laws that would take away or overturn 
laws passed by the legitimate govern-
ment of the District of Columbia. 

When Members come, I greet them, 
offer them help in finding housing and 
the rest, and that is about the end of it. 

So if they come to the House to vote, 
they don’t know anything more about 
the city, except if they happen to stay 
here, and we welcome them, than they 
did when they walked in the door. 

But every Member needs to know 
that 700,000 Americans host them, and 
they need to know, when they are 
called upon to interfere with the local 
laws of the District of Columbia, they 
should treat our local laws the way 
they would have their local laws treat-
ed. 

I particularly speak of my Repub-
lican colleagues, who are the chief pro-
ponents of local control. They don’t 
want the Federal Government into not 
only their business, but sometimes 
they try to get the Federal Govern-
ment out of Federal business, and yet 
it is my Republican colleagues who are 
the chief abusers of what we call Dis-
trict Home Rule, what Americans call 
the right to self-government. 

I need to give you examples of what 
I mean when I say Members try to 
overturn our laws, and I need to say 
that I often am able to keep them from 
doing so, even without a vote on this 
House floor, because of the way I think 
through what my role is. 

I have got to think of a way to keep 
people who overwhelmingly outnumber 
me, obviously, and are the majority in 
this House, from overturning my own 
local laws. We have barely succeeded in 
doing so, but I will give you an idea of 
what I mean. 

I should begin by saying that because 
this is a city, a big city, that its laws 
would be more progressive than in 
many other parts of the United States. 

For example, the District of Colum-
bia government has passed a Death 
With Dignity Act. This is a controver-
sial bill. Six States have passed it, in-
cluding States represented by the Re-
publican leadership of this House. It is 
a bill that allows a person to take his 
own life with minimal help from a phy-
sician. It is very controversial. Six 
States have passed it; so has the Dis-
trict of Columbia. It is nobody’s busi-
ness but theirs. 

I have kept this law from being over-
turned, but I have had to fight to do so 
for at least three years. 

Let me give you another example: 
the Local Budget Autonomy Act. Why 
would there be a Local Budget Auton-
omy Act? Everybody knows that if you 
levy your own local taxes, no one 
should have anything to do with that, 
but the District of Columbia does not 

have the right to have the final say on 
its own budget, because any Member of 
the Congress can try to overturn the 
District’s budget. 

Are they interested in the budget? Do 
they try to overturn the budget itself? 
No. But when the budget comes here, 
Republicans use it as a vehicle to over-
turn laws that they don’t agree with, 
and that is why our budget is here, this 
budget that was raised by the residents 
of the District of Columbia, this local 
budget. 
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In order to keep our budget from 
coming here at all—what is it doing 
here—a referendum overwhelmingly 
passed by residents called the Local 
Budget Autonomy Amendment Act es-
sentially said, that is it. It shouldn’t 
come here. 

The House has tried to repeal that at 
least three times. I have saved it from 
being repealed largely from marching 
over to the Senate. 

Perhaps the most persistent attempt 
on the part of the Congress are efforts 
to wipe out the District’s gun safety 
laws. It is a big city and, yes, big cities 
are where you have most of the gun vi-
olence, so the District has tough gun 
safety laws. And yet, every single year 
I have to protect our gun safety laws 
from Members of Congress who are not 
answerable, are in no ways responsive, 
to the people of the District of Colum-
bia. 

Our residents can’t vote them out of 
office. They can vote only me out of of-
fice. They can’t touch them. If that 
doesn’t fly in the face of American de-
mocracy, I can’t tell you what does. 

Senator MARCO RUBIO has introduced 
a bill to wipe out all of our gun safety 
laws since 2015. I have saved D.C. gun 
laws from being eliminated. But Sen-
ator MARCO RUBIO from the State of 
Florida, where the Parkland young-
sters are, who have taken nationwide 
their own campaign to get this Con-
gress to pass sensible gun laws. 

Yet Senator RUBIO, aided by Rep-
resentative TOM GARRETT of this body, 
would eliminate all of the District’s 
gun safety laws, including the Dis-
trict’s ban on guns in schools; includ-
ing making the District of Columbia a 
unique exception to a Federal law 
called Gun-Free School Zones Act, 
which means you cannot have a gun 
within a school zone. Everybody could 
have that except the District of Colum-
bia. 

Senator RUBIO and Representative 
GARRETT would repeal the District’s 
ban on assault weapons and large-ca-
pacity magazines. Assault weapons in 
the Nation’s capital? Imagine who 
would be endangered if there were as-
sault weapons here? And I do not refer 
to the residents of the District of Co-
lumbia alone. 

Anyone who visits our city will often 
find traffic stopped while caravans of 
high-level officials go by. Sometimes 
they will be Members of Congress. 
More often they will be world figures. 

Imagine if just anybody could have an 
assault weapon in the Nation’s capital, 
particularly today. 

Yes, I have been able to stop it. But 
why should I have been put to that ef-
fort when I represent 700,000 tax-paying 
citizens of the United States who had 
already done it? 

I do have to show you how low or 
laughable these efforts can become. I 
have stopped a bill that prohibited my 
city from using its own funds to keep 
certain kinds of flushable products 
from being sold in the District of Co-
lumbia. They stop up toilets. 

The Member who proposed this, Rep-
resentative ANDY HARRIS of Maryland, 
perhaps because it is so laughable, ulti-
mately withdrew it. We came on the 
House floor to expose it. 

But I cite the flushable wipes amend-
ment to show these anti home rule ef-
forts know no bounds. You might ask, 
well, why would Representative ANDY 
HARRIS want to do this? I don’t know 
for sure, except that there is a manu-
facturer of those wipes that has sur-
faced and, as you may know, many 
Members get campaign funds from peo-
ple who ask them to place matters in 
bills. They don’t ask them to put them 
in our appropriations, but that is what 
happened, and I had to get that one 
out. I do want to publicly thank Rep-
resentative HARRIS for withdrawing his 
amendment. 

To give you some sense, though, of 
how the District of Columbia has to 
pay attention, not only to its own local 
laws and preserving them, but has to 
ask its Member to do what every other 
Member does a lot on national matters. 
So while I am working on national 
bills, during the first year of the 
Trump Presidency, I had to defeat 15 
bills to overturn the District’s gun 
laws. 

I had to block bills that would gut 
the public school system laws by mak-
ing D.C. use its own local funds for pri-
vate schools. Yet Congress has defeated 
an education bill that defeated amend-
ments to an education bill that would 
have allowed school districts to spend 
its own money on private schools. 

They took private school vouchers 
out of the national bill, but a Member 
tried to put vouchers on the District. 
Defeated that one. And there are oth-
ers, but I won’t go down the list of 
them all. 

Understand that that work is impor-
tant to my District, but it is work that 
no other Member has to pursue because 
you cannot interfere with the local 
laws of any other Member. 

At the same time, however, for exam-
ple, I had and did get full funding to re-
habilitate the Memorial Bridge. That 
happens to be important because mil-
lions of Americans use that bridge. 
They come to Arlington Memorial 
Cemetery and use that bridge to get 
there. They come to the Nation’s Cap-
itol to see our iconic sights, and they 
use that bridge. Now that was a na-
tional bill. That is the kind of bill, 
Federal bill, that most Members work 
on that they are proud of. 
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I bring it up because that work, 

which as a Member of Congress I must 
do for the Nation, as well as my city, is 
quite apart from protecting the local 
laws of my city. 

Let’s take the affordable healthcare 
act. Virginia has just signed on, belat-
edly, to the affordable healthcare act. I 
am in the national fight with most 
Members, certainly on my side of the 
aisle, to maintain that law. And we 
have maintained that law. In spite of 
President Trump’s attempt to overturn 
it. In spite of more than 40 attempts by 
my Republican colleagues to overturn 
it. 

D.C. needed it, because with the ACA, 
96 percent of D.C. residents are now 
covered by healthcare. That means vir-
tually everybody. But in that effort I 
am in league with other Members on a 
national law. That is what I should be 
paying attention to, first and foremost. 

Another example of a national law 
which is important to the Nation and 
to me is passage of the Dream Act, to 
protect these children who were 
brought to the United States as infants 
or small children by their parents, who 
know no other country, and now face 
deportation because technically they, 
of course, are not citizens; even though 
they don’t know El Salvador or Mexico 
or any other of the countries from 
which they would have come. 

Of the 800,000 Dreamers, 800 of them 
are in the District of Columbia, so I am 
like many Members who come to the 
floor on that issue. But that is a na-
tional bill. That is what I am supposed 
to do in the Congress. 

In our city, if somehow we could not 
save the Dreamers, that would be $50 
million annually gone from our econ-
omy; that is how productive they are. I 
have had a town meeting with them. 
These are the most impressive young 
people I have ever seen speak to our 
residents. 

Mr. Speaker, could I ask how much 
time I have remaining. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BACON). The gentlewoman from the 
District of Columbia has 27 minutes re-
maining. 

Ms. NORTON. After you have heard 
all of these abuses of American democ-
racy, you may have some under-
standing why I believe that the Dis-
trict of Columbia should become a 
State, and why statehood is the only 
remedy for the abuses that I have de-
scribed. 

But, do not think that there are no 
Republicans who understand some of 
the issues I have described. I regret 
that my good friend, a conservative Re-
publican, Representative DARRELL 
ISSA—and I say I regret, because I don’t 
think that every Republican should be 
put in the same category. 

I cite Rep. DARRELL ISSA, because he 
was chair of a committee on which I 
serve, and decided to have a hearing on 
our local jurisdiction. He asked the 
Mayor to come, the chair of the City 
Council, and those who handle the 
budget. He listened and he indicated 

his surprise to know that the District’s 
financial condition and reserves and its 
growth as a local economy, were 
among the best in the Nation. 

After that hearing, learning, for ex-
ample, that our budget was the envy of 
the States, Representative ISSA himself 
endorsed budget autonomy and worked 
tirelessly with me and with local offi-
cials, as well as Republican interest 
groups, to try to secure at least the au-
tonomy over our budget; at least over 
our budget. These are what we call the 
components of statehood. 

So even if my Republican friends are 
not for statehood, there is no reason 
not to be or to stand against the ele-
ments of statehood. And we certainly 
may well get those before we get state-
hood itself. 

For example, clemency. The Presi-
dent has the authority of clemency 
over the District of Columbia. Well, he 
doesn’t know a thing about the Dis-
trict and, as a result, when clemency 
comes out, normally the District in-
mates are not even included. That is a 
classic matter for local governments. 

Yes, budget autonomy is one of them. 
Even the District’s local laws have to 
come here and sit for 60 days, 30 days, 
or for criminal laws, 60 days, to see if 
anybody wants to overturn these laws. 
This is a remnant of more than 200 
years ago, when the District had no 
home rule, as we called it, or self-gov-
ernment. 

Of course the Congress doesn’t choose 
to use that section, so they could get 
rid of this legislative autonomy be-
cause they reserve their energy for the 
budget. With a budget here, they use 
that as the vehicle to overturn the Dis-
trict’s laws. 
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What I think most Members of Con-
gress do not know is that the District’s 
local economy is one of the strongest 
in the Nation, and let me prove that. 

It has got a $12.5 billion budget. That 
is larger than the budget of 12 States. 
My district has a $1.75 billion surplus. 
That kind of surplus, that large sur-
plus, almost $2 billion, is the envy of 
the States. 

My district has a per capita income 
higher than that of any State, higher 
than that of California, of Massachu-
setts, of New York. That is one of the 
reasons why the people I represent pay 
the highest taxes per capita in the 
United States. 

The total income of the residents of 
the District of Columbia is higher than 
the income of seven States. Its con-
sumption, given its income expendi-
tures, is higher than those of any 
State. And, of course, what we are see-
ing is a city that is flourishing. Its pop-
ulation growth rate is the highest since 
the 2010 Census. In fact, the District 
now has a larger population, as I indi-
cated, than two other States that have 
representation to vote on this House 
floor. 

DC would only qualify for one vote, 
and Vermont and Wyoming, have two 

Senators as well—even with fewer resi-
dents than the number who live in the 
Nation’s Capital. 

One way to understand why the resi-
dents of the District of Columbia re-
sent being treated as second-class citi-
zens is to understand its highest tax 
rate, Federal tax rate—the highest in 
the Nation—amounts to $12,000 per 
resident, more per capita than any 
residents of any States. Yet no matter 
what the bill, no matter how impacted 
the District is, I will not vote on that 
bill. 

What hurts more than the failure to 
allow the District to vote on most bills 
is the failure to allow the District to 
vote on bills to go to war. The resi-
dents of this city have fought and died 
in every war, including the war that 
created the United States of America. 

Please remember the slogan that the 
Framers and the residents threw up to 
win their freedom. It wasn’t, ‘‘Freedom 
in the large.’’ It was, ‘‘No taxation 
without representation.’’ 

We ask for statehood based on the 
original understanding of the Founders 
of our Nation who were willing and, in-
deed, did go to war for the principle of 
no taxation without representation. 
Well, the people I represent have gone 
to war without a vote to go to war and 
without a vote upon returning from 
war. 

The sacrifices should be clear to see. 
World War I—and here we are talking 
about casualties—more than three 
States. World War II, more casualties 
from the District of Columbia than 
four States. And then it only goes up. 
The Korean war had more casualties 
than eight States. And, of course, the 
Vietnam war had more casualties than 
10 States. 

That ought to be reason enough for 
the District of Columbia to be made 
the 51st State. More important than 
paying the highest Federal taxes per 
capita, more important than being ex-
cluded from a vote on the floor of the 
Senate, it is the sacrifices our resi-
dents have made for their country that 
speak loudest, most prophetically, 
about the right of residents to be treat-
ed equally. 

May I inquire of the time remaining, 
please. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman has 151⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, it is not 
as if the Congress of the United States 
has never understood the injustices be-
fore you. The reason I come to the 
House floor today is because there is 
turnover in the House all the time and 
many Members have never heard this 
until now. 

And why not? Because you don’t lis-
ten to what happens to somebody else’s 
district. You are too busy dealing with 
your own district. 

That is how we like it, and that is 
how we would like to make it for every 
Member of the House. 

Yes, almost 45 years ago, the House 
understood the injustice of what was 
then the case. The District had no self- 
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government. It intermittently had 
some self-government in the 19th cen-
tury—and may I add, that the height of 
that self-government was about the 
same as the District has now: a Dele-
gate Member of the House and the 
right to local government. 

And who gave them that? It was the 
post-Civil War Congress, which was a 
Republican Congress. 

The Republicans lost their way, and 
they are chiefly responsible now for the 
District’s not having what their own 
party understood should happen after 
the Civil War. They had fought a Civil 
War for democracy for everyone, and 
they, indeed, began the home rule proc-
ess that was lost after Reconstruction 
and renewed again almost 45 years ago 
with the 1974 Home Rule Act. 

Here again in the 20th it wasn’t the 
Democrats who were solely responsible. 
Yes, it was a Democratic Congress, but 
it was a Republican President, Presi-
dent Richard Nixon. He said, in signing 
the Home Rule Act: ‘‘As a longtime 
supporter of self-government for the 
District of Columbia, I am pleased to 
sign into law a measure which is of his-
toric significance for the citizens of 
our Nation’s Capital.’’ 

Remember, this is President Nixon 
talking, saying: ‘‘I first voted for home 
rule as a Member of the House of Rep-
resentatives in 1948, and I have en-
dorsed the enactment of home rule leg-
islation during both my terms as Presi-
dent.’’ 

Then he went on to say: ‘‘. . . it is 
particularly appropriate to assure 
those persons who live in our Capital 
City rights and privileges which have 
long been enjoyed by most of their 
countrymen.’’ 

That was a Republican President and 
a Democratic House acting in a bipar-
tisan way to give the District self-gov-
ernment, a self-government which it 
has handled better than most of the 
State and city governments since. 

And that is not the only example of 
Republicans working with us to do 
what almost surely will take some bi-
partisanship. Representative Tom 
Davis of Virginia worked with me on a 
bill that, in fact, got a vote in both 
houses and, indeed, we would now have 
in the District, a House vote if that bill 
had passed. 

I was in the minority. Representative 
Tom Davis was in the majority as a Re-
publican. I regret that he has resigned 
from Congress to go on to higher and 
better things, as he saw it. He worked 
with me and had hearings. What he dis-
covered was that the State of Utah, a 
very Republican State, had missed get-
ting a vote it thought due that State, 
and Representative Davis discussed 
with me the possibility of pairing the 
District of Columbia with Utah—one 
Democratic vote and one Republican 
vote—and nobody would gain if the 
District got a House vote. 

Now, Representative Tom Davis was 
not for statehood, but he did not be-
lieve that we would call it the people’s 
House without giving the residents of 

the District of Columbia a vote in that 
House. 

The Governor of Utah came to testify 
for it. The Republican Members from 
the House and the Senate voted for it. 
It was a one-to-one, and it was perhaps 
the best chance for voting rights, cer-
tainly, that we have had since the cre-
ation of the Republic. 

Well, if we got that kind of bipar-
tisan support for at least the House 
vote, why doesn’t the District of Co-
lumbia have a vote on the House floor 
as I speak? The answer is that the Na-
tional Rifle Association succeeded in 
getting a Member to attach to the bill, 
in the House, an amendment that, in 
exchange for the House vote, the Dis-
trict would have had to give up all of 
its gun safety laws. 

I have just indicated to you the kinds 
of sacrifice that would have meant. 
The assault weapons ban would be 
gone, just to name, perhaps, the worst 
of them. That is an offer we had to 
refuse, and it is the closest we have 
come to equal rights as a Federal dis-
trict. 

But it is not the closest we will ever 
come. We will give priority during the 
next Congress to budget autonomy, au-
tonomy over our own budget; legisla-
tive autonomy, to keep our legislation 
from having to come to this floor. 

A local prosecutor—the DA who ev-
eryone associates with your local juris-
diction is not who enforces criminal 
law in the District of Columbia. It is 
the U.S. attorney for the District of 
Columbia who does both local law, 
local criminal law, and, of course, Fed-
eral law. 

Mayoral control over the National 
Guard; your Governor can call out your 
National Guard because only he knows 
the ins and outs of safety when there 
are issues affecting the National 
Guard. The National Guard is usually 
used for things that are local in nature, 
such as hurricanes and flooding. 
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The President knows almost nothing 
about that or about the authority to 
grant clemency, as I mentioned earlier 
in these remarks. Also, of course, con-
trol over the appointment of local 
judges and the operations of the local 
courts. Yes, D.C. courts are title I 
courts. What that means is that these 
judges who handle only local matters— 
local criminal and civil matters—are 
appointed by the President of the 
United States and have to stand in line 
to get approved by the Senate of the 
United States. 

I have simply summarized some of 
the hardships of not being treated as 
an equal jurisdiction under the Con-
stitution of the United States and 
some of the benefits of citizenship that 
the District would obtain if such equal-
ity were indeed granted. 

It is true that the District has never 
achieved this equality, but I do not fret 
that it is out of hand. When the next 
Congress resumes, I have indicated any 
number of things I will pursue. In addi-

tion, if my party controls this Cham-
ber, I will ask for a vote on the House 
floor. I will ask for that vote, even 
though I am not certain by any means 
that that vote would result in state-
hood. I will ask for that vote, because 
I want to put it to this body exactly 
what it means not to have the same 
rights they have. 

When my party controlled this 
House, I did not get statehood, but I 
was able to get what is called the vote 
in the Committee of the Whole. That is 
a vote on some business on the House 
floor. 

My Republican friends actually sued 
the House for allowing the District of 
Columbia, whose residents are number 
one per capita in Federal taxes, this 
vote on the House floor. They went to 
the Federal District Court, then to the 
Court of Appeals, but they did not have 
the gumption to go to the Supreme 
Court. 

So I voted for my District at least on 
some matters in the Committee of the 
Whole. And I will seek that vote, even 
short of statehood. 

I represent one of the Nation’s oldest 
cities. I represent 700,000 residents who 
have overpaid their dues—have over-
paid them in war, have overpaid them 
in taxes. We are overdue as we pursue 
democracy for other people around the 
world in assuring that there is democ-
racy for everyone in our own country. 
We should begin with the residents of 
our own proud Nation’s capital. 

I ask the House to think deeply 
about what lies in your hands, and that 
is not only the ability, but the obliga-
tion to make the 700,000 residents of 
the District of Columbia whole by 
making the District of Columbia the 
51st State of the United States of 
America. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 
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CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO 
THE ACTIONS AND POLICIES OF 
CERTAIN MEMBERS OF THE GOV-
ERNMENT OF BELARUS AND 
OTHER PERSONS TO UNDERMINE 
DEMOCRATIC PROCESSES OR IN-
STITUTIONS OF BELARUS—MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF 
THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC. 
NO. 115–131) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Section 202(d) of the National Emer-

gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, within 90 
days before the anniversary date of its 
declaration, the President publishes in 
the Federal Register and transmits to 
the Congress a notice stating that the 
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